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RECEIVED

December4, 200(fLERK’S OFFICE

DEC 0 7 2000
Ms.DorothyGunn STATE OF ~LUNOIS
ClerkoftheBoard Pollution Control Board
Illinois Pollution ControlBoard
100 W. RandolphSt.
Suite11-500
Chicago,illinois 60601

Re:PublicCommentre: RO1-13

DearMs. Gunn:

As anEnvironmentalEngineerandacitizenoftheStateofIllinois for nearlytwo decades,I
believethattheIllinois PollutionControlBoard(1PCB)shouldadoptstrongrulesto prevent
degradationofIllinois’ rivers,streams,lakes,andwetlands.

Illinois’ newAntidegradationregulationsshoulddo thefollowing threethings:
1. Preventanyneworexpandedpollutionsourcethatwould harmwaterswithin thestate.
2. All Illinois watersshouldbeprotectedagainstnewpollutionthat:is:not necessaryto
accommodateimportanteconomicor socialdevelopment.
3. Citizensmustbeallowedto petitionto placehigh qualitywatersoff limits for increased
pollution andpetitionrequirementsmustnotbeoverly burdensome.

First,neworincreaseddischargesofpollutantsshouldnotbeallowedwheretheywill harmthe
biological integrity ofthereceivingwaters.No statepermitsorapprovalsshouldbegrantedfor
pollution dischargesorotherpollution-causingprojectsunlessit is clear,afterstudyby state
biologistsofthereceivingstreamthatthenewpollutionwill not kill orharmaquaticlife orother
wildlife. Thesefindingsshouldbedocumentedin a clearandrigorousmanner,andbeavailable
for reviewby non-statebiologistsandthegeneralpublic.

Secondly,all Illinois watersshouldbeprotectedagainstnewpollutionthat is not necessaryto
accommodateimportanteconomicor socialdevelopment.All reasonablealternativesto
allowing thenewpollutionmustbeconsideredcareftully.

Developersanddischargersmayarguethattheillinois antidegradationrulesshouldonly applyto
thevery highestquality streamsandthattherestofthe state’swatersshouldbeallowedto be
polluteduntil theyjust barelymeetwaterqualitystandards.But thehealthoftheenvironment
andtheCleanWaterAct requirethat wedo betterthanthat. JustbarelymeetingIllinois water
quality standardsis certainlynot goodenough,particularlygiventhatthosestandardsarefar too
weakat present.

Also, therulesshouldNOTexempt“small” or“deminimus” neworincreasedpollution to be
permittedwithout anantidegradationanalysis. While obviouslya small increasein relatively
harmlessnewpollutionneednotbestudiedwith thesamecareasaproposedmajornew
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dischargeoftoxinsor otherpollutants,nothingshouldbeallowedto fly in undertheradar.
Little sourcesofpollutionaddup to big problems.

UndertheIllinois EPAproposal,theantidegradationprotectionswill not applyto newpollution
sourcesthat fall undergeneralpermits. This meansthatmanynewbusinessandconstruction
permitsthatcauseincreasedstormwaterrun-offpollutionwould be permittedevenif theywould
harmhighquality streams. I urgethePollution ControlBoardto plug this loophole.

Nonewpollution shouldbealloweduntil it is shownthatit is truly necessaryfor important
economicor socialdevelopment.For example,if acompanyclaimsthat newpollution is
necessaryto haveanewfactorythat will providejobs, thecompanyshouldatleastberequiredto
estimatewhatjobs it will provideandwhatit would costto avoid thenewpollution. Wecanthen
seewhat is being“saved”and“gained” by allowingnewpollution in ourwaters.

Thirdly, citizensmustbeallowedto petition to placehighquality watersoff limits for increased
pollution.

In all regionsofthestate,thereareafewhigh quality lakesandstreamsthat shouldbepreserved
in theirexistinghigh quality. To protectnaturalbeauty,endangeredspecies,wildlife, and
opportunitiesfor ourchildrento enjoynatureandoutdoorrecreation,newdevelopmentshould
bepreventingfrom impactingtheseoutstandingwaters.

TheIllinois EPAproposalallowscitizensto petitionto havewatersdesignatedas“Outstanding
ResourceWaters”andprotectedfrom futurepollution, butpracticallymakesit impossiblefor
themto do so. Undertheproposal,notice mustbegivento manymoretypesofbusinessesand
individualsthanis reasonablynecessary.Also, theproposedrulesrequirecitizengroupsto
provideevidenceon potentialeconomicimpactsofanOutstandingResourceWaterdesignation
althoughsuchgroupsobviouslydonot haveaccesstothenecessaryinformation. I urgethe
Boardto eliminateunnecessaryburdenson ORWpetitionsand notrequirecitizensto offer
testimonyon thingsthatonly businessknows. Suchpetitionsshouldnot betiedup in a lot of
unnecessaryredtapeandcitizensshouldnot beexpectedto showtheeconomicimpactsofthe
designation.If developersandotherbusinessesareconcernedaboutapotentialORW
designation,theycancomeforwardwith evidenceasto how it might hurt their revenuesorcosts.

Thankyou for theopportunityto voicemy opinionon thesematters. Pleaseplacemeon the
mailing list fortheresponsivenesssummary,orotherofficial responseto theseproceedings.

Yourstruly,

~t Pi~
Mr. Brett M. Schmidt
800 ShanahanCourt
Naperville,IL 60540-8219
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